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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: original application filed 09/1 8/2003; IDS 
field 03/17/2004. 

2. Claims 1-40 are currently pending in this application. Claims 1,18, and 29 are 
independent claims. 

Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (I) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2)a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a)shall have the effects for the purposes of this subsection of 
an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2)of such treaty in the English language; or " (Emphasis added.) 

4. Claims 1-11, 15-23, and 27-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Bates et al. (U.S. 6,944,821 - filed 12/1999). 

As to claim 29: 

Bates teaches a computer-readable medium (e.g., memory 720) having computer- 
executable instructions (e.g., computer program) for providing data reference information 
(see figs. 7-11 and the accompanying text beginning at col 7, line 42), comprising: 
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(i) logic for pasting (e.g., a paste operation/copy/paste mechanism) data (e.g., the 
copied information) from a memory (e.g., copied information field 340 of 
annotated paste buffer 3 30) to a computer application (e.g., word processor) in a 
format that can be edited or modified (e.g., word document) [see col. 9, lines 36- 
col.10, line 22] \ and 

(ii) logic for pasting (e.g., a paste operation/copy /paste mechanism) the reference 
information related to the data from the memory to the computer application (e.g., 
the source information in the paste buffer in then examined, and the URL and title 
in the source information field 350 is extracted to automatically create a 
parenthetical citation following the copied information the conforms to the paste 
preferences 370; col. 10, lines 14-18) so that the reference information related to 
the data is displayed with the data (e.g., the copied text is followed with a citation 
that was automatically generated information that was gathered when the copied 
information was placed into the paste buffer) [see col. 10, lines 11-22 and figs. 10- 
12). 

As to claim 30: 

Bates teaches logic (e.g., a paste operation/copy/paste mechanism; col.9, lines 19-28) for 
determining if preferred reference information related to the data is available, wherein the 
details of the preferred reference information are based on a user setting (e.g., depending 
on preferences set by the user; col.4, lines 19-24); and logic (e.g., a paste 
operation/copy/paste mechanism) for pasting the preferred reference information to the 
computer application if it is determined to be available and for pasting the data to the 
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computer application without the reference information if the preferred reference 
information is determined not to be available (e.g., the copy/paste mechanism 320 uses to 
determine what information to write to the source information field 350 of the annotated 
paste buffer 330 ...to specify information that is not available for a particular source 
document ... the source information field 350 may indicate an error by prompting the 
user or by placing a null value for the information that is not available; col.5 t lines 2-11), 
As to claim 31: 

Bates teaches logic (e.g., a paste operation/copy/paste mechanism; col.9 t lines 19-28) for 
pasting the reference information contained in the memory; logic for selecting the 
reference information that is in a preferred presentation format as a stream of reference 
data elements (col.4, lines 9-11)] logic for configuring the stream of reference 
information into segments of various types of reference data (col.4, lines 9-11)] and logic 
for selecting the preferred types of reference data from the segments of reference data to 
obtain the preferred reference data (col.4, lines 9-11). 
As to claim 32: 

Bates teaches logic for pasting the data reference information based on the selections 
indicated by a user setting (e.g., the user could select different preferences for each 
different type of reference material being accessed, which would allow copy/past 
mechanism 320 to dynamically determine which references to apply depending on the 
source of the information being copied; col.4, line 57- coL5, line 6). 
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As to claim 33: 

Bates teaches logic for pasting the data reference information if the data comprises, 
among other things, one or more characteristics based on a user setting (e.g., the 
copy/paste mechanism 320 may include the font attributes in copied information 340 ... 
depending on preferences set by the user; col. 4, lines 19-33). 
As to claim 34: 

Bates teaches logic for pasting the data reference information if the data comprises, 
among other things, type of data that is based on a user setting (e.g., the copy /paste 
mechanism 320 may include the font attributes in copied information 340 ... depending 
on preferences set by the user; col A, lines 19-33). 
As to claim 35: 

Bates teaches logic for pasting, among other things, the title of the document from which 
the data was copied (e.g., cut/copy preferences 360 ... the author, title page number, date 
of creation, etc.; col. 4, lines 58-65). 
As to claim 36: 

Bates teaches logic for copying the data to the memory (e.g., the copy/paste mechanism 
120 copies the information selected by the user in the displayed information 110 and 
places this selected information into the paste buffer 130; col.3, lines 11-48); and logic 
for copying the data reference information related to the information based on the 
selections indicated by a user setting (e.g., cut/copy references 360 may vary depending 
on the type of reference material being accessed ... the user could select different 
preferences; col.4, lines 57-67). 
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As to claim 37: 

Bates teaches logic for copying, among other things, the title of the document from which 
the data was copied (e.g., cut/copy preferences 360 ...the author, title page number, date, 
of creation, etc.; col.4, lines 58-65). 
As to claim 38: 

Bates teaches logic for generating the reference information related to the data (col 5, 
lines 14-56). 
As to claim 39: 

Bates teaches logic for appending one or more descriptive labels to the reference 
information related to the data when it is pasted to the computer application (col. 9, lines 
48-53 & also see fig JO and the associated text). 
As to claim 40: 

Bates teaches logic for appending a descriptive label related to, among other things, the 
last time that the data was edited (e.g., the time of last modification; col.9, Unes51-52). 
As to claim 1 : 

The rejection of claim 29 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Bates 
teaches: 

(i) copying data from a first computer application to a memory (e.g., record the 
selected information in the copied information field 340 of annotated paste buffer 
330; see col9 f lines 36-42 and fig. 9); and 

(ii) copying reference information related to the data to the memory (e.g., record 
information relating to the source of the copied information in source 
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information field 350 of annotated paste buffer 330 according to the cut/copy 
preferences 360; see coL9, lines 36-42 and fig.9). 
As to claims 2-3: 

They include the same limitations as in claims 39-40, respectively, and are similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 
As to claim 4: 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 38, and is similarly rejected under the same 

rationale. 

As to claim 5: 

Bates teaches copying from the first computer application to the memory, among other 
things, the title of the document from which the data was copied (e.g., the page 's title; 
col. 4, lines 60 & coL9, lines 50-51). 
As to claim 6: 

Bates teaches copying from the first computer application to the memory meta-data 
related to the data (e.g., the annotated paste buffer ... a second field for source 
information relating to the source of the data stored in the copied information field 340; 
col.3 y line 65-coL 4, line 33). 
As to claim 7: 

Bates teaches copying from the first computer application to the memory properties 
related to the data (e.g., the annotated paste buffer ...a second field for source 
information relating to the source of the data stored in the copied information field 340; 
col. 3, line 65 -col. 4, line 33). 
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As to claim 8: 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 35, and is similarly rejected under the same 
rationale. 

As to claims 9-10: 

They include the same limitations as in claims 6-7, respectively, and are similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 
As to claim 11: 

Bates teaches pasting the reference information adjacent to the data in a document of the 
second computer application (e.g., fig. 11 shows copied information is displayed next to 
source information). 
As to claim 15: 

Bates teaches adding to the reference information related to the data, which was pasted to 
the second computer application, additional reference information related to the data and 
obtained from the second computer application (e.g., see the cut/copy preferences 
discussion, beginning at col. 4, line 57 & col. 9, lines 36-42 and fig.9). 
As to claim 16: 

Bates teaches adding to the reference information related to the data, among other things, 
the time the data was copied (e.g., copy preferences ...the time and date; col.4, lines 57- 
64). 

As to claim 17: 

Bates teaches the first computer application (e.g., paste buffer; col. 3, Hne25) and the 
second computer application (e.g., the target document; col 3, line 44) comprise one 
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computer application and the data is included within at least one document of the 
computer application (col.7, line 60-coL8, line 6). 
As to claim 18; 

The rejection of claim 29 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Bates 
teaches: 

(i) a processing unit (e.g., processor 710; col. 8, line 27); 

(ii) copying data from a first document to the memory (e.g., record the selected 
information in the copied information field 340 of annotated paste buffer 330; see 
col.9 f lines 36-42 and fig. 9); and 

(iii) copying reference information related to the data to the memory (e.g., record 
information relating to the source of the copied information in source 
information field 350 of annotated paste buffer 330 according to the cut/copy 
preferences 360; see col9, lines 36-42 and fig.9). 

As to claims 19-22: 

They include the same limitations as in claims 2-5, respectively, and are similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 
As to claim 23: 

It includes the same limitations as in claim 8, and is similarly rejected under the same 
rationale. 

As to claims 27 and 28: 

They include the same limitations as in claims 15 and 16, respectively, and are similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 



(b) This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 
the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions 
covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 
CFR 1. 56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C 103(a). 



6. Claims 12-14 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bates et al. (U.S. 6,944,821 - filed 12/1999). 



As to claim 12: 

a. Bates teaches pasting the additional reference information from the memory to the 
second computer application so that the additional reference information can be 
reviewed along with the reference information related to the data {see the Abstract 
& fig. 10 and the associated text). 

b. Bates does not specifically teach "copying additional reference information 
related to the data from a third computer application to the memory'' However, 
Bates discloses "notes that copied information field 340 may receive any type of 
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datathat may be selected by a user. ..source information field 350 preferably 
includes data that identifies the source document from which the copied 
information 340 was cut or copied" (col.4, lines 4-50). 

c. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have applied Bates's teachings to include copying 
additional reference information related to the data from a third computer 
application to the memory because it would have provided one or more citations 
to the source of the information automatically. Therefore, the process of writing 
technical, research, or other papers that cite the sources for quotes and other 
pertinent information is made much simpler by eliminating the time required to 
manually create citations. 

As to claim 13: 

Bates teaches copying from the third computer application to the memory, among other 
things, the date the data was copied (e.g., see the cut/copy preferences discussion, 
beginning at col.4 line 57). 
As to claim 14: 

Bates teaches pasting from the memory to the second computer application, among other 
things, the date the data was copied (e.g., see the cut/copy preferences discussion, 
beginning at col.4, line 57). 
As to claims 24-26: 

They include the same limitations as in claims 12-14, respectively, and are similarly 
rejected under the same rationale. 
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Conclusion 



7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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examiner should be directed to Maikhanh Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4093. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 9:00am - 5:30 
pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached at (571) 272-4136. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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